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Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's arguments filed on May 13, 2005 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground (s) of 
rejection. 

Claims 1-45 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 

this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter 
pertains . Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-6, 8-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Cobb (U.S. Patent No 6199102) in 
view of Katsikas USPN. (6199102). 

As per claim 1, Cobb teaches a method for blocking an 
electronic communication (abstract and fig. 2), the method 
comprising : 
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receiving at least a portion of a first electronic 
communication, the first electronic communication including 
a first electronic communication source address and a first 
electronic communication recipient address (e-mail message 
from 54 or 201 is received from mail server 52a destined to 
mail box 56 at mail server 52c col. 6, lines 16-33. see 
fig. 2 and fig. 5 and corresponding col. 13, lines 1-7); 

accessing user electronic communication blocking 
profile data, the user electronic communication blocking 
profile data including a plurality of user electronic 
communication blocking records, each user electronic 
communication blocking record of at least a subset of the 
plurality of user electronic communication blocking records 
including a recipient identifier field to store a recipient 
identifier and a sender identifier field to store a sender 
identifier (Blocking list 115 contains sender mail 
addresses to be blocked based on recipient's profile record 
col. 7, lines 41-52 and col. 8, lines 14-38); 
selecting a first user electronic communication blocking 
record of plurality of blocking records based at least in 
part on the first electronic communication source address 
and the first electronic communication recipient address 
(one or more mail boxes are accessed and retrieved for 
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processing and filtering according to fig. 7 col. 7, lines 
41-52 and col. 8, lines 14-38. see col. 15, lines 54-65); 
and 

blocking delivery of the first electronic 
communication to the first electronic communication 
recipient address based at least in part on the selected 
first user electronic communication blocking record (e-mail 
message is blocked if is determined to be a member of 
blocking list 115 col. 8, lines 14-38 and col. 16, lines 
31-66) . 

Although Cobb shows substantial features of the claimed 
invention, including multiple users implementing a 
filtering enabled email client program (FEECP) containing 
records of a blocking list (115) and acceptance list (105) 
where header information (recipient addresses) are examined 
col. 7, lines 1-52 and col. 12, lines 30 to col. 13, line 
7, he does not explicitly show at least two of a plurality 
of recipient addresses from a record. 

Nonetheless, this feature is well known in the art and 
would have been an obvious modification of the system 
disclosed by Cobb, as evidenced by Katsikas USPN. 
(6199102) . 
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In analogous art, Katsikas whose invention is about a spam 
contro system for blocking unauthorized electronic messages 
destined to recipients/subscribers, discloses identifying a 
list of email recipient addresses (one or more) , looking up 
subscriber ASL database and verifying each email recipient 
address based on who the email is FROM and who it is sent 
TO (fig. 3B and fig, 5, 502) col. 6, lines 58 to col. 7, 
line 7 and col. 7, lines 27-51. See also col. 8, lines 41- 
67. Giving the teaching of Katsikas, a person of ordinary 
skill in the art would have readily recognized the 
desirability and the advantage of modifying Cobb by 
employing the spam controlling system of Katsikas so that 
only authorized senders' emails are permitted to reach 
intended recipients based on acceptance list provided and 
approved by email recipients or subscribers. One ordinary 
skill in the art would so because this provides and 
inherently powerful and effective spam control solution. 

As per claim 2, Cobb teaches the method of claim 1, wherein 
each user electronic communication blocking record of at 
least a subset of the plurality of user electronic 
communication blocking records further includes an action 
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identifier field to store and action identifier (fig- 6, 
301, col. 10, lines 2-11 and col, 13, lines 40-56). 

As per claim 3, Cobb teaches the method of claim 1, wherein 
each user electronic communication blocking record of at 
least a subset of the plurality of user electronic 
communication blocking records further includes a message 
field to store a message (fig. 6, 301, col. 10, lines 2-11 
and col. 13, lines 40-56). 

As per claim 4, Cobb teaches the method of claim 3, wherein 
blocking delivery of the first electronic communication to 
the first electronic recipient address includes sending an 
electronic communication to the first electronic 
communication source address, the electronic communication 
to the first electronic communication source address 
including at least in part a message stored in the message 
field of the selected first user electronic communication 
blocking record (see legal message field in fig. 6, col. 
10, lines 2-11 and col. 13, lines 40-56). 

As per claim 5, Cobb teaches the method of claim 3, wherein 
each user electronic communication blocking record of at 
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least a subset of the plurality of user electronic 
communication blocking records further includes an action 
identifier field to store an action identifier (challenge 
prompt action identifier field col. 8, lines 42-56). 

As per claim 6, Cobb teaches the method of claim 1, wherein 
the electronic communication is an electronic mail message 
(see fig. 2) . 

As per claim 8, Cobb teaches the method of claim 1, wherein 
blocking delivery of the first electronic communication to 
the first electronic recipient address includes deleting 
the first electronic communication (col. 10, lines 24-26 
and col. Lines 15, 63-65). 

As per claim 9, Cobb teaches the method of claim 1, wherein 
blocking delivery of the first electronic communication 
includes indicating that the first electronic communication 
cannot be accepted (col. 10, lines 31-55 and col. 16, lines 
55-66) . 

As per claim 10, Cobb teaches the receiving emails destined 
to plurality of users and blocking delivery of the e-mails 
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message if the sender includes in blocking list 115 as 
reported by the intended user col. 8, lines 14-38 and col. 
16, lines 31-66). See the rejection of claim 1 above. 



As per claim 11, this claim has similar limitations as 
explained in claim 1 above. Cobb further teaches a method 
for blocking delivery of one or more electronic mail ( xx e- 
mail") messages transmitted under the Simple Mail Transfer 
Protocol ("SMTP") (col. 6, lines 12-16 and fig. 2). 

As per claim 12, Cobb teaches the method of claim 11, 
further comprising establishing an SMTP transmission 
channel with a sender SMTP, the SMTP transmission channel 
communicating the at least a portion of the first e-mail 
message (fig. 2 and col. 6, lines 13-30 and col. 7, lines 
53-56) . 

As per claim 13, Cobb teaches the method of claim 12, 
wherein receiving the at least a portion of the first e- 
mail message includes receiving the first e-mail sender 
address as part of an SMTP MAIL command and the first e- 
mail recipient address as part of an SMTP RCPT command 
(SMTP mail commands are an inherent feature of SMPT 
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protocol as described in RFC 821. See Fig. 2 and fig. 7 and 
corresponding columns of Cobb) . 

As per claim 14, Cobb teaches the method of claim 13, 
wherein blocking delivery of the first e-mail message to 
the first e-mail recipient address based at least in part 
on the selected first user e-mail blocking record includes 
sending a failure message to the SMTP receiver in response 
to the SMTP RCPT command, wherein the failure message is an 
indication that the transmission of the e-mail message has 
permanently failed (col. 17, lines 46 to col. 18, line 4). 

As per claim 15, Cobb teaches the method of claim 14, 
wherein the failure message includes at least in part a 
message from the selected first user e-mail blocking record 
(col. 17, lines 46 to col. 18, line 4). 

As per claim 16, Cobb teaches the method of claim 14, 
wherein the failure message indicates that e-mail cannot be 
delivered to the first e-mail recipient address (col. 10, 
lines 29-34 and col. 13, lines 49-56). 
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As per claim 17, Cobb teaches the method of claim 11, 
wherein receiving at least a portion of a first e-mail 
message includes receiving at least the first e-mail 
message subsequent to receiving an SMTP DATA command (col. 
12, lines 62 to col. 13, line 20). 

As per claim 18, Cobb teaches the method of claim 17, 
wherein blocking delivery of the first e-mail message to 
the first e-mail recipient address based at least in part 
on the selected first user e-mail blocking record includes 
sending an e-mail blocked message to the first e-mail 
sender address (col. 10, lines 29-34; col. 13, lines 49-56 
and col. 17, lines 46 to col. 18, line 4). 

As per claim 19, Cobb teaches the method of claim 17, 
wherein blocking delivery of the first e-mail message to 
the first e-mail recipient address based at least in part 
on the selected first user e-mail blocking record includes 
deleting the first e-mail message (col. 10, lines 24-26 and 
col. Lines 15, 63-65). 

As per claim 20, this claim has similar limitations as 
claim 10 above. See the rejection of claim 10. 
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As per claims 21,28 and 35, these claims have similar 
limitations as explained in claim 1 and 11 above. Cobb 
further teaches the system comprising: 

a network port (port connected to link 3, fig. 3) ; 

a processor coupled to the network port (processor 
104) ; and 

a memory coupled to the processor, the memory storing 
a plurality of instructions to be executed by the processor 
(col. 7, 2-34. See fig. 4 and 7 



As per claim 22, 29,36 and 41, Cobb teaches the invention, 
wherein each user electronic communication blocking record 
of at least a subset of the plurality of user electronic 
communication blocking records further includes an action 
identifier field to store and action identifier (fig. 6, 
301, col. 10, lines 2-11 and col. 13, lines 40-56). 

As per claim 23, 30, 37 and 42, Cobb teaches the invention, 
wherein each user electronic communication blocking record 
of at least a subset of the plurality of user electronic 
communication blocking records further includes a message 
field to store a message (fig. 6, 301, col. 10, lines 2-11 
and col. 13, lines 40-56). 
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As per claim 24,31, 38 and 42, Cobb teaches the invention, 
wherein blocking delivery of the electronic communication 
to the electronic recipient address includes sending an 
electronic communication to the electronic communication 
source address, the electronic communication to the 
electronic communication source address including at least 
in part a message stored in the message field of the 
selected user electronic communication blocking record (see 
legal message field in fig. 6, col. 10, lines 2-11 and col. 
13, lines 40-56) . 

As per claim 25, 32 and 39, Cobb teaches the invention, 
wherein each user electronic communication blocking record 
of at least a subset of the plurality of user electronic 
communication blocking records further includes an action 
identifier field to store an action identifier (challenge 
prompt action identifier field col. 8, lines 42-56). 

As per claim 26,33,40 and 44 Cobb teaches the method of 
claim 21, wherein the electronic communication is an 
electronic mail message (see fig. 2) . 

As per claim 27 and 45, Cobb teaches the invention, wherein 
blocking delivery of the electronic communication to the 
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electronic recipient address includes deleting the 
electronic communication (col. 10, lines 24-26 and col. 
Lines 15, 63-65) . 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cobb (U.S. Patent No 6199102) in view of 
Katsikas USPN. (6199102) and further in view of Ralston et 
al (U.S. Patent No. 6842773). 

As per claim 7, although Cobb shows substantial features of 
the claimed invention as explained in claim 1 above, he 
does not explicitly show where the electronic communication 
is an instant message. 

Nonetheless, this feature is well known in the art and 
would have been an obvious modification of the system 
disclosed by Cobb, as evidenced by Ralston et al USPN. 
(6842773) . 

In analogous art, Ralston et al whose invention is a system 
for blocking electronic text communication distributed in 
bulk, disclose filtering and blocking instant message 
communications distributed in bulk (Col. 6, lines 10-17 and 
col. 21, lines 24-35). Giving the teaching of Ralston et 
al, a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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the invention would have readily recognized the 
desirability and the advantage of modifying Cobb by 
employing the system of Ralston in order to process text 
communication messages such chat room comments, instant 
messages, newsgroup postings, electronic forum postings, 
message board postings and classified advertisement for 
fingerprints to allow determining duplicate submissions 
(Col. 6, lines 10-17) . 

Conclusion 

3. ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a) . 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final 
action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened 
statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS 
from the date of this final action. 

The prior made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to 
Yasin Barqadle whose telephone number is 571-272-3947. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Glenn Burgess can 
be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are 703-872-9306 for regular communications and 
703-746-7238 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the 
status of this application or proceeding should be directed 
to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Information regarding the status of an application may 
be obtained form the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either private PAIR or 
public PAIR system. Status information for unpublished 
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applications is available through private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http: //pair- 
direct . uspto . gov. Should you have questions on access to 
the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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